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(TRT^r f^mr) 

fe#, 22 fW^T, 2009 

TL 143/2009~Tfar-^p s 3> 

918(3?) ~ srrftfanft, srftftTR 1975 (1975 

51) eft 3Tf^ft ft 2834 10 10 ft 3Rpfa 3fft (ftft 

^?r ft w tot t) 3 ^efci: ^iPid m ft fftft ftrft^? 

(ftfft ^ffft fSflft t imTr *neT ft WT t) ft 3TRTRT ft ^TPReF ft, ^TNcT ft 

3mram, ^rm I, ^ i ( <rrftw 6 srfcr, 2000 ft toi fil'd trfftorm 

ftiftpRT ftO 39/1/99-ftftftft, mft*I 6 3fteF, 2000 ft ^ f^j ir i^fft ft fft- 


(cft ftft mH 4|-4) : PIM ft ^TRcf ftt ftrf%?T*F dl^d cR] fftftd ^T^TF ft^TN ftt OTft 
vHHM ^ ft ftfad - W fft?TT WJ] 2JT f^Rlft RT^T f3TT SR ; 

(*ft Rfftfa vraft ftr RT^rfftR ^rffr ft ft; 

(ft) RR ftft ftft ft Tlfel 3TE?nft ft 3/KW ft 

ftk, srfftftftr infect ft ft^F ft?i ft foRL wrf^RF rt <r?t ft f^rarfcr fftft, htcf ft 

anwr m wfftmdd ftftftfftr R/ft ftf Ri^iR^i ftf ft ; 


ftk uTftft, ftftftftF RTfftcRTft ft ^ffacF ftfteRft? ft 3TTSTR RY ft#*! TFW? ft, RRR 
TT^R/R, fftrF ft^TeRF ft pr3TW farm) eft 3ffft?pFRT ftO 76/2000-#^p^, cTftkr 23 tR, 2000 
ftf ft/ ^FO^lOftO 484 (3T), ?tRPi 23 2000, ^ ft TT^T/F, 3^1Tdl^Uf, TTFF II, 

^ 3, v34^ (1) P SF^fftTcF ft ft ft gT^F TTO ^FTef <17, 3ftpR ftcHTTc^T eTHT^FF STF; 
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^ftft JJTfftRfft, 3f44 ftfftf 39/1/99-#ftft^f, 3 

44R7, 2000 ftt fft 4T74 ft TT^nr?, <4744174, 444 I, Tftg 1 , cTTfta 3 44*47 2000 ft 
4WffttT fft 8ft, ^7T fftftj 47 4gft ft fft - 

fc>) *T ^R<n4l T MM ft 4T74 4ft 7Tff%44 4f^T^ 44 fftlfa m| 4 T ftftiR 4 ft ^Tlft 
4 ffll '4 TJeZT ft 4R 4ft47f 47 fft^T 44T 4T fftfTrft 4474 4T44 |3TT 4 T ; 
fa) w-efti wPt 4ft grafts sifft 8ft ; 

ft) 44 arfcT 7T4^ ftftf ft 4Tfftr 344fftf ft 4474 ftf, 

ftt7, Slfftplft ft 7T4£ ftT ft TJefcT-. fftftcT fftft, fts4£ 4T4I ft 

3TPmff 47 5rfcaiMf^ 4Rft 4ft ftreftftsr 4 ft aft ,- 

3fR Trftft, a^rRrffec! 4ifft44ft ft xjft44 ftlftr fft^ftf ft 34477 47 ft^ft4 wr ft, 4R?r 
777447, fftrf 44R74 ft (74474 f^TFl) 4ft Sirf^RjcRT 770 147/2000-#4T3Jc47, cTTft74 19 few, 
2000 ftf fft 740440fft0 919 (37), TTTftS 19 f^R, 2000, ft £777 4T77T ft W, aRTWRUI, 
474 II, Tsfg 3 , vj H ft *3 (i) ft 444fftRT |pf aft ft ^RI 77^3* Hf<4 47, 3TfcPT 4fft47c4 8J447 474747 

err, 


3ft7 uRfft 37fftfft4 47tft44ft, #RT^ecP ftfftp 3ffftfft44 1975 (1975 44 5l) ftt 947 3ft 
444T7T (5) ft 34TftcT 477cT ft fftxT 44744 (77474 fftmft 4ft 37fftq44T 770 147/2000 

7ft4T?Jo4>, 4Tft74 19 RW, 2000 ftt % 77T0440fft0 919 (3?),. 19 few, 2000 

444fftRT 4 ft 4 ^ aft, ft 4147 4fcl4c4 444 3Tfft#ftT fft^T 47 , 7744 47ef eft 37R7RT ft 4T4et ft 
37fft^447 ftO 39/1/99-^t^t, ?nft73 2 ftw, 2004, eft ^)fft|4TeH' ^e4? 4fTft T^ft eft 
^fttgfT 3{Tft5T 4 ft aft; • 

3jk 3tfftfft=T mfft44ft, ftftrr^cp ftfftp (wraR) ftPR, 1995 4ft 4M 9^ 4ft vR^TTT (5) 
ft p-^cT ft4^' ft?r ft ^eR: ^4lft4 R 4gT ft jftftfftcf 7T4^ WXR ftcHTf^T ft 

TRTR ftft 7T4> ftftWRR 4pcp 4ft iRfft TRlfftT 4ft enft^ ft 4dlft 4ft fftwfft?! 4ft aft; 

3ft7 "SRfft, 3Tfftfe mtftmft ft ^jftcRT ^Tjftaj ft 3TT£fK xr 7R447 ft, HReT 4R4>T7 
ft (7RR4 tftfTPT) 4ft S(fftRJ4RI ftO 60/2005-ftl-Hlelift74 4 2005 ftt fft 

74047[0fft0 452 (3?), 7nft75 4 2005, ft ^RI 'HTO ft TT^m, 3Rnaym, ^TFI II, Tftg 3, 

(i) ft ycblfftd ^ aft ft ^RT 4Te[ 47 , ftftqTCT 21 4ft, 2006 7T4? 4^411 

441 an ; 


3ft7 Rejfft 3Tfftf|4 3Tfft44ft, 3fqft 3ftft4 ' 3lfftgxRT 40 39/1/99-^1^ 1 

fftW, 2005 ftt fft 4174 ft 7R4R, 3RTT4T74, 4T4 I, Tftg 1, TffftTg 1 fftfPTR, 2005 ft 
JTcfftftR gft ?ft, fftuftf 47 4fft ft fft - 
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(cp) ftk ^Hcit<51 ft iTTef wn$ ^ 1 ^ ^ tr jftftfe 4 

srraifcRT ft<^ ^5 eR XfT^T Rf^H Rp?R RR ft Wfft 3TfftcF) 3jfc v3?R ajT ; 

Cor) ^ ^ feRTT ftt ftfa ft RcR RTft ^ft 3}k 3T2RT JRIffft 

ftfft fw ftr afn . 

W ^^<4 'dtiVi ft W[ ePRRR RRTfftR SrfeT ft 5ft 3 ft? RftRR srfft eR 

RRR rt^R ftRR ft Rfcr rtwt ftt ^rrar ft rtsj-rtsj fttRT jrr ft ^ru[ ^ ; 

fa) ftft ^rr^TT ft3TR ft 3TRTcft ft ftft* ft ^eft! ftt feRTT RR ft Rft| RftlR ^ 

ft% RTft Rft ftt ftRRR aft; 

fa) efRTfft, ftft TjcT ftt RBJ3ft . ft TJR fftftcT 3RR7 RHidRI ftft fttf ^ ftt ftkf ft 
fftsg rrr 7R ft wfttT RftR Rg ft mfftR fftR urrtt i 

3}k, Rfft%T STTfftRTft ft ft*T£ ftR 3 TJoR: WTffttf RT RR ft fftfafa fftft, ftR£ BM ft RTRlft 
R fft^WRRRR yfcNIdd R^Ttf^TcT R? *R Rift Rift ftt %Rlf^T ftt aft ; 

3fk tsrsrfft, 3Tf^rf%?r jnfftcRft ft tjdfer ftfftg ft rrr *r ftftftr rrf^r ft, rrt 
RRR? ft (R5R3 fftTFT) ftt 3Tf^JrRT RTO 3/2006-ftl Bl^eeR cfl^f 17 RRlft, 2006 ftt 1% 
RTOeROlftO 18 fa), Rftftl 17 RRfft 2006, ft gfRT RRT ft WR, RRTRRT, RR II, ^ 3, 
« (i) ft ycblRld aft ft £R[ W4 RR xr, ftfa ft fcR ftffar yfcfR^T eRTRT 
«TT; 

3Tk 3Tf^Tf%cT ft ^lR RWR eft, RTRT RWR' eft fftxT ftRRRT (7RTR 

fft-jfpj) ^ft 3Tfft^JRTT R0 3/2006-^fftRRJc^, cfTft^sl 17 2006, Rt fft? . RTOcROfftO 18 

(3T), RTftTI 17 RFRft, 2006, ^ ^RI RRef ft> RRMR, 3RHRRUI, WJ II, 3, « (i) ft 
ycblf^RT aft, eft Rgcf yffttMien 3ftftftfftd fftRT RT, eft 3TTRR ^ RRft ft 3Tfft^cRT R0 
15/24/2008-4]4)^4), cTlfttW 17 2008 ^ gM UfrlRld Rft aft, ftlBRjcRv 

3TfftfftaR 1975 (1975 cR 5l) rft 9 eP ^£JRI ( 5 ) efRT ft^TRJe^ ftfftR (RffteT ^R,3ft 

tRRR, RR TR yfftRfftd eR fftaft^JJ sfh? RRWR eTRI 5i1ft eR 3RETRU[) IftRff, 1995 eft 

fftRB 23 eft cRcf yfftNRd RTft Rift eft RRft ft WIRfft Rfft^T 3TTR? eft; 

3fk R«rf^ RfftffteT urfft^rft, 3Rft aftftR fft^ftf arfft^Ri ro i 5/24/2008-4141^41, 13 

BRR7, 2009 Rt fft^ RRf eft 7RRR, 3RnETRDT, RPT I, ^ 1, dT^I 13 W«R, 2009 ft 
ycRifticT aft, fftftR ^R TTfft ft ftft - 

(i) RRj RRfttaj RRTR ft RTfecT ^RTt tR 5fftR ?fR ^ I Rk RRR ftt3TR ft 3TRTTfftd RRcg 

CTR, eR tfRR Rlf^R R0ft?T ?TajT fftftfftr RRR ftftRT ft t I RR^lftftt Ree^ 'eft 

<s||cfvjR ^ejeg Cj^ ^>T RRef fftftcT Mtlftcl cftlBcft IR t%RT RT 76T ft I 
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(ii) fant $ torr TOzfi tR rr?T §q TOfror totto ^ ^ filter $ TOg totj 
RT RRqffa RTOK Tf Rlf^T TO TRT'SfT f%q TTRTTOTT % I 


(ill) Rt^gT TOtM v3£fm ^ 3 3TFt 3fk f^RTTO 3n| t I ^TOFT 

M41, r^rft qre-T^t^fr qjror tottto ftrq to^T efft fM^T 4 toTr rtT arftr to& ^ sfte 

to 4 ff§* ^ ^rttot t i 

Hi 

(iv) TORT <£ f^TTTOT # f^RTcRT TT^T ‘tftOTTC ^ gq R[fcf 3TRTTcff £ RRTOT 3TT^ t I 

(v) rrtrM ^egr rtt r#ttr tor tort toto 3fk totr tot ^ erreft qRoirtl arfe t# 

^5 srTOjfro t sfa gqrforq rttotM 3 TOrm 3T^rf$ra t 1 


3-fK 3lWtrl TrferS ^ TOg ^T ^ gTOT: vTTOlf^RT ^ ^i ^ f^RjftT f^T, RTOg RT6T cf> SfT^?Teft 
TO f^TTORTOTO RfqTOTTOT ^JeeFT TOrtfeT TO RTft ^ ^ f^Rnf^T <£\ % ■ 


TOT TO, TOTOR, #RT^e^' £fa?> 3#ftRR eft £TOT 9TO eft vJTOTRT (l) ?r«TT (5) 

gra rtot ?rf^Rfr rr tottr tort gq, #tt5]to? ftro (qrfer RTOrftf eft wf, to tR aRmrfcr 
to RrsjRw ate totto tott arf% tot tottotot) fftror, 1995 ^ Rto is Rft 23 ft arefr^ 

TOT TOTOR ft ftrT TOeRT (TORT RlTO) eft RfftjTRT RO 3/2006-‘#TOgRR effft^ 17 

TOfftft 2006, ufr fft RTOTOOfRo 18 (3T), rRRj 17 TOfft, 2006 ft £RT TORftlR sft, ^ 
TO TOft ft RlTO TOt ftft RRTO ft tjt eft Rft t RT TOftf TO efTT %TT TOT | fMftfr 
TOR t, ^ 3TRrR?T ^TtRTTO^ C^ ^gfcRT TOR itRto ^ TO?TR tR toTIRRto RIR^ ^ tor (4) 
# C[RTR ^ ^ TORftR, TOT TOfl - ^ RTR (e) c^t TOTOft ^ gRlR TOTTTOt gRT 

TOTlf^T, TOT 4 TORT %q TO TOg - RTofi tR; uft ft TOT RTRR & TOR (2) ^ TORpft 
T#f% ‘4 Rf^T, TOT TfTRRJTO 3Tf^RTTO cR TOcft STjqjrpf $> RT?W ^ 3TO^ TOT t, 
RtTOT f^TOW TOT RRU?t ^ TOR (3) # TOTOfl 5Tt^fe ^ Rrt TOT t, ^T? TOR (Mo TOT 
TOTOft TOR (5) c£T TOTOft A gWcT '^r TOT TOTOft ^ TOR (7) ^ TOfTOft 

5Tf^f% ^ Rf^TcT f^Rtroi gRT f^TOT TO, TOT TOTOft R> TOR (8) c^t RTTOFft TTf^fe ^ RPrcT 
7Tf% ufT TOT TO?tft ^ TOR (10) cf^t TOTO^I TTf^fe Tf gf^cT W^\) ^ ■crf^rR' ^TRT TOT RTRoft ^ 
TOR (9) Rft TOeTOft TTf^fe ^ gf^RT RTTO ^ TOTO, TOR Ffafa TO> RT6T RT 

TORR tjTOT ^ 3tTO $ RTOR TOftT ^ TOTg^T TO tR Rf%iRTOT 3tfMft?T t I 
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TOT 

R 

toM 

RTeT TO 

Mtot 

'\3TOH 

$?T 

vdTO44> 

P)4td<R 

Mr 

TOR 

VT\ 

3>Wl 

0) 

(2) 


(4) 

(5) 

(«) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

1 

2834 10 10 

R! f%TOT 

M 

TORTOJ 

_ 

M 

vjfTOTft 



617.42 

5-T 

3^cft 

TOeR 

2 

2834 10 10 


TOT 

totM 

TOTTOR 

tfii 




4)f^ 

TO 

MDcft 

TOeR 

3 

2834 10 10 


c(j!t 

_ r\_ 

TOT 

totM 


TOT i 

617.42 

4lf^4T 

TO 

sMcft 

TOeR 


2 . ^ 3TMTO7 3n Rsffa MMR MlTTO 16 TOR$, 2011 TOT, fuRT# TO cTTto 

MrfM t, M TOTTO M ^ fM TO TTTOft Ml M TOM c^M 3 TOT 

Mr i 


W^DT:- rM[TOI $ M ^ feTq- 

(cf>) “ 3TTOTO TJTO” ^ M WA ^ MM t Rt #TOjTO MrfMr 1962 (1962 TO 52) cfr 

3 TM PftrfRcT fMl TO ^T M MM TOT #TOJec 5 tfM Mtf^TO cf?T TOT 3 , TOT 8 ^T, TOT 
9 M TOT 9 cFT c£ 3 ?M TOtM ^JTOt MTO M Mt^TO Mt t; 

(^) ylcRTTO ^jTOT .eft TOTTOT ^ ^ M CTT^ fMTO ^ TO ^ Mt Rt MTOTO MrPtTO, 

1962 TOT 14 eft Mfa ^fMff TO TlM MT fR, W-W TO Mt eft MRJTOT 3 fMfM 
Tit t M fMror TO eft 3RTORT cfr fM ^T MrfMr TOT 46 3ft 3T#T 

M?T $ TO^?T M eft TfT^T MT t 


* <? f]< ~ 2- 


[TO. U 354/41/2000-(M IV)] 
TOTRT <fRTT, 3JTO RfTO 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 22nd December, 2009 

No. 143/2009-Customs 


G.S.R. 918(E).— Whereas in the matter of import of Sodium Nitrite (hereinafter referred to as 
the subject goods), falling under sub- heading 2834 1010 of the First Schedule to the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in, or exported from, People’s Republic of China 
(hereinafter referred to as the subject country or China PR), the designated authority in its 
preliminary findings vide notification No. 39/1/99-DGAD dated the 6 th April, 2000. published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 6 th April, 2000 had come to the 
conclusion that - 

(a) Sodium Nitrite, originating in, or exported from, China PR, had been exported to 

India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry had suffered material injury; 

(c) the injury had been caused cumulatively by the imports from the subject country; 

and had recommended imposition of provisional anti-dumping duty on the imports of subject 
goods, originating in or exported from the subject country; 

And whereas, on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the 
Central Government had imposed provisional anti-dumping duty on the subject goods, vide 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), 
No.76/2000-CUSTOMS, dated the 23 rd May, 2000, published in the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R. 484(E), dated the 23 rd 
May, 2000; 

And whereas, the designated authority, in its final findings vide notification No. 39/1/99- 
DGAD, dated the 3 rd November, 2000, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, 
Section 1, dated the 3rd November, 2000, had come to the conclusion that- 

(a) Sodium Nitrite, originating in, or exported from, People’s Republic of China, had 

been exported to India below normal value resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry had suffered material injury; 
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(c) the injury had been caused cumulatively by the imports from the subject country; 

and had recommended the imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of the subject 
goods originating in or exported from the subject country; 

And whereas, on the basis of the aforesaid final findings of the designated authority, the 
Central Government had imposed final anti-dumping duty on the subject goods vide notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 147/2000- 
CUSTOMS, dated the 19 th December, 2000 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part 
II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R. 919(E), dated the 19 th December, 2000; 

And whereas, the designated authority vide notification No. 39/1/1999-DGAD, dated the 
2 nd December, 2004, had initiated Sunset review, in terms of sub-section (5) of section 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), in the matter of continuation of anti-dumping duty on 
subject goods, originating in, or exported from, the subject country imposed vide notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No 147/2000- 
CUSTOMS, dated the 19 th December, 2000 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part 
II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R. 919 (E), dated the 19 th December, 2000; 

And whereas, the designated authority had requested for extension of anti-dumping duty 
on import of subject goods, originating in, or exported from, the subject country, in terms of sub¬ 
section (5) of section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), pending the completion 
of the Sunset review; 

And whereas on the basis of the aforesaid request of the designated authority, the Central 
Government had extended anti-dumping duty on the subject goods up to and inclusive of 21 st 
May,2006, vide notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department 
of Revenue), No.60/2005-CUSTOMS, dated the 4 th July, 2005 published in Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) ,vide number G.S.R. 452(E), dated the 4 th July, 
2005; 


And whereas, the designated authority, in its final findings in Sunset review vide 
notification No. 39/1/1999-DGAD, dated the 1st December, 2005, published in the Gazette of 
India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 1st December, 2005, had come to the conclusion 
that- 


(a) the subject goods had entered from subject country at less than its normal value and 
the dumping margin of the subject goods imported from subject country were substantial 
and above de minimis level; 

(b) there was likelihood of dumping to continue or recur from the China PR, if the duties 
were revoked. 

(c) the domestic industry continued to suffer material injury at present and the cause of 
the current injury was due to the volume as well as price effect of the dumped imports 
from China PR; 
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(d) injury to domestic industry was likely to continue if the duties were revoked in 
respect of imports from China PR; 


(e) however, re-export or trans-shipment of goods of Chinese origin, if any, would be 
adequately covered under the duty imposed against China PR. 


and had recommended continuation of anti-dumping duty, at specified rates in respect of imports 
of the subject goods, originating in, or exported from the subject country in order to remove 
injury to the domestic industry; 

And whereas on the basis of the aforesaid final findings in Sunset review, of the 
designated authority, the Central Government had imposed final anti-dumping duty for a period 
of five years on the subject goods vide notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue), No.3/2006-Customs, dated the 17 th January, 2006 published 
in Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R. No.l8( 
E), dated the 17 th January, 2006; 

And whereas, the designated authority vide notification No. 15/24/2008-DGAD, dated 
the 17 th November, 2008, has initiated Mid term review, in terms of sub-section (5) of section 9A 
of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), and in pursuance of rule 23 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 in the matter of continuation of anti-dumping duty on 
subject goods, originating in, or exported from, the subject country imposed vide notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 3/2006- 
Customs, dated the 17 th January, 2006 published in Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, 
Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R. 18 (E), dated the 17 th January, 2006; 

And whereas the designated authority, in its final findings in mid-term review, vide 
notification No. 15/24/2008-DGAD, dated the 13 th November, 2009, published in the Gazette of 
India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 13 th November, 2009, has come to the 
conclusion that- 

(i) The subject goods are entering the Indian market at dumped prices and dumping 
margins of the subject goods imported from China PR is significant and above 
de-minimis limits prescribed. The subject goods continue to be exported to India 
at dumped prices inspite of existing anti dumping duties. 

(ii) Considering the facts available on record, the subject goods are likely to enter 
Indian market at dumped prices, should the present measures be withdrawn. 

(iii) The situation of domestic industry deteriorated further in spite of existing anti 
dumping duties. Further, should the present anti dumping duties be revoked, 
injury to the domestic industry is likely to continue and intensify. 

(iv) The deterioration in the performance of the domestic industry is because of 
dumped imports from China PR. 
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(v) The current level of anti dumping duty is insufficient to address continued 
dumping and consequent injury to the domestic industry and thus the anti¬ 
dumping duty is required to be modified. 


and has recommended continued imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty on modified rates on 
imports of the subject goods originating in, or exported from, the subject country; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- sections (1) and (5) of 
section 9A of the said Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), read with rules 18 and 23 of the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 and in supersession of the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 3/2006- 
Customs, dated the 17 th January, 2006, vide number G.S.R 18(E), dated the 17 th January, 
2006,except as respects things done or omitted to be done before such supersession, the Central 
Government, on the basis of aforesaid finding and recomendation of the designated authority, 
hereby imposes on the subject goods, the description of which is specified in column (3) of the 
Table below, falling under sub-heading of the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act, as 
specified in the corresponding entry in column (2), originating in the country as specified in the 
corresponding entry in column (4),and exported from the countries as specified in the 

corresponding entry in column (5), and produced by the producers as specified in the 

corresponding entry in column (6), and exported by the exporters as specified in the 

corresponding entry in column (7), and imported into India, an anti-dumping duty at a rate 

which is equivalent to difference between the amount mentioned in the corresponding entry in 
column (8), in the curreficy as specified in the corresponding entry in column (10) and as per 
unit of measurement as specified in the corresponding entry in column (9), of the said Table and 
the landed value of imported goods in like currency as per like unit of measurement. 


TABLE 


Sl.No. 

Sub -heading 

Descript 
ion of 
goods 

Country of 
origin 

Country 
of export 

Producer 

Exporter 

Amount 

Unit oFT 
measure 

ment 

Currency 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

M _ 

i2)_ 

(10) 

1 

2834 10 10 

Sodium 

Nitrite 

People’s 
Republic of 
China 

People’s 
Republic 
of China 

Any 

Any 

617.42 

_ 

Metric 

Tonne 

US Dollar 

1 

— 

2834 10 10 

Sodium 

Nitrite 

People’s 
Republic of 
China 

Any 

Any 

Any 

1 

617.42 

Metric 

Tonne 

US Dollar 

■ 

2834 10 10 

Sodium 

Nitrite 

Any 

— 

People’s 
Republic 
of China 

Any 

.... 

Any 

-- — 

617.42 

Metric 

Tonne 

US Dollar 


2. This notification shall remain in force upto and inclusive of the 16 th January, 2011, unless 
the notification is revoked earlier. The anti-dumping duty shall be paid in Indian currency. 
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Explanation. - For the purposes of this notification 


[Part II—Sec. 3 (i)j 


(a) “landed value” means the assessable value as determined under the Customs Act, 1962 (52 
of 1962) and includes all duties of customs except duties levied under sections 3, 8 B, 9 and 9A 
of the said Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975); 

(b) rate of exchange applicable for the purposes of calculation of anti-dumping duty shall be the 
rate which is specified in the notification of the Government of India, in the Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Revenue), issued from time to time, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) and the relevant date for determination of the 
rate of exchange shall be the date of presentation of the bill of entry under section 46 of the said 
Customs Act. 
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